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Allen Gates:  Council Representing Helena Chemical Company 
 
“Thank you Clyde, and I want to thank the Director and Deputy Director and Tammie for coming 
and making the presentation; they’ve done a lot of work on this site.. and um..we appreciate it 
I’m here tonight on behalf of Helena Chemical Company, Helena is one of two companies that 
prepared all these studies at quite a bit of an extent.”  And we will be submitting some comments, 
written comments, on the substance of the RADD, but the thing I wanted to address tonight, is just 
one kinda rightful shot…..to the idea of the reuse of the site and the idea that proposals are around.  
Um.. there has been some suggestion that either the companies who have done the work to date the 
studies for other companies opposed that the plans to reuse the site, and that’s just not the case.”  
Specifically, we had a meeting with the representatives of Harcoss/Quapaw last week, the first time 
we had heard of the renewed activities, and they described the concept they have currently for reuse 
and we no. 1 strongly support getting reuse of the site as soon as possible; and no. 2 we support the 
proposal as we understand it, that was described to us and is currently on the table and being 
discussed if the Department or anyone else is thinking that somehow a proposal will stumble 
because of opposition from the companies who have done the studies or who might be looked to 
about doing additional work I can tell ya on behalf of Helena Chemical we support  the idea of reuse 
and we support what is on the table and I’d like to make clear that we support that b/c it will save 
money, it will save money for the state, it will save money for those other companies that now have 
a turn to step up to the plate, it’ll save money to the state RATFA.  As we understand it, the proposal 
will be consistent with the RADD but the bigger concern I have what’s good for the environment not 
only will save money having an operator on site, providing site security, storm water, the usual 
business facilities of an operating  site that is maintained is better for the environment and so we 
hope that will be looked at, and finally the thing I would like to express a concern about tonight 
specifically and Teresa, Ryan, Tammie, and Clyde I’d like you guys to take home and think about, is 
if you can change the RADD after the fact to accommodate a plan let me strongly suggest supporting 
that you think about the plan that is before you from Harcross right now… because as I understand it 
that business opportunity is time sensitive, all business opportunities are and we would hate to have 
you leave tonight well we’ll get the RADD adopted and then we’ll go back and talk to them if in fact 
that might lose the opportunity we hope that you will continue to work hard and seeing whether 
there is ground to meet that you can with Harcross/Quapaw and if you can to do it and do it if 
necessary before the RADD or at least find the commitments and principle that will work less this 
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opportunity slip away.  And again I can’t speak to the discussions I’ve not been a party to any of 
them but I listened last week the presentation, I got very concerned that the engine in getting this site 
back in use might be lost if the RADD gets in front of it and becomes the object I know that’s the 
principle job you guys have  at the Department to review and approve right now but I hope you don’t 
lose site of the fact that maybe the first priority to see if there is closure you can reach with an 
existing business opportunity.  And again I can’t speak for the specifics of that but I hope you won’t 
let anything get lost in the shuffle.”   
 
…………public hearing over 
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